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Case 2851 

Nacaduba Moore, [ 1881 ] (lnsecta, Lepidoptera): proposed precedence 
over Pepliphorus Hiibner, [1819J 

Toshiya Hirowatari 

Entomological Laboratory, College of Agriculture, Universitv of Osaka 
Prefecture, Sakai, Osaka, 593 Japan 


Abstract. The purpose of this application is to conserve the name of the Oriental and 
Australian lycaenid butterfly genus Nacaduba Moore, [1881]. lt is proposed that it be 
given precedence over the senior subjective synonym Pepliphorus Hiibner, [1819], 
rarely used in this sense. 


1. Pepliphorus Hubner, [1819] (p. 71) was established for two taxonomic species, the 
first being ‘698. Pepliphorus Euchylas. Hylas Cram.’ and the second ‘699. P[apilio\ 
cvanus Eabr. [error for Fabricius]. Cyanea Cram.'; abbreviated references were given 
leading to Papilio hylas Cramer, [1781] (p. 142, pl. 363) and Papilio cyanea Cramer, 
[1775] (p. 120, pl. 76), of which P. cyanus Fabricius, 1781 (p. 116) is an unjustified 
emendation. As noted by Fruhstorfer (1916a, p. 33) Hiibner’s specific name euchvlas 
was a replacement name for hvlas Cramer; there are at least three senior primary 
homonyms of the latter, the oldest being PapHio hylas Linnaeus, 1758 (p. 486). The 
synonymy of euchvlas and hylas Cramer was mentioned by Rothschild (1915, p. 138), 
Toxopeus (1927, p. 267) and D’Abrera (1990, p. 356). 

2. Scudder (1875, p. 245) listed Papilio cyanea Cramer, [1775] as the type species of 
Pepliphorus ; this is a valid designation, but subsequently Waterhouse & Lyell (1914, 
p. 101) designated Papilio hylas Cramer, [1781]. As noted below Pepliphorus has been 
used only in the latter ( euchylas) sense. It is Scudder’s largely ignored designation which 
has caused the present difficulty. 

3. Moore ([ 1881 ], p. 88) proposed the genus Nacaduba with type species by original 
designation Lampides prominens Moore, 1877 (p. 341); this is currently treated as a 
subspecies of Lvcaena kurava Moore, [1858] (p. 22). 

4. The name Nacaduba has been very widely used in both primary research publi- 
cations and revisional works (e.g. Fruhstorfer, 1916b; Corbet, 1938; Eliot, 1955, 1973; 
Tite, 1963; lOreferencespublishedsince 1981 andadditional to those mentioned in this 
application are held by the Commission Secretariat). Nacaduba presently (Hirowatari, 
1990) contains 38 species from the Oriental and Australian Regions, including the 
South Pacific Islands. Recently two species of Nacaduba , N. berenice (Herrich- 
Schaeffer, 1869) and N. normani Eliot, 1969, have been recorded as pests of cocoa in 
Sabah, Hast Malaysia, by Fujii (1987) and Pan & Morishita (1990) respectively. 

5. Although Scudder’s designation (see para. 2) of cvanea as the type species of 
Pepliphorus was noted by Toxopeus (1927, p. 267) and Hemming (1967, p. 351), 
Pepliphorus has scarcely been recorded in this sense; perhaps Bridges’s 1988 Catalogue 
entry is the only instance. Butler (1900, p. 442) referred to ‘... Pepliphorus (P. hylas , 
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Cramer, and allies)...\ and as already mentioned (para. 2) Waterhouse & Lyell (1914) 
invalidly designated hy/as (= euchyfus) as the type species. Rothschild (1915) and 
Fruhstorfer (1916a) uscd Pepliphorus for euchyfas, as d\d Joicey & Talbot (1917, under 
the namc P. hylas). Toxopeus (1929, p. 230) attempted to deal with the situation by 
erccting thc new genus Peplodyla with Papilio cyanea Cramer as the type, despite 
Scudder's identical designation for Pepliphorus. In recent years Pepliphorus has hardly 
been used at all, and euchylas and allied species have been included in Jamides Hiibner, 
[1819] (p. 71)(see, forexample, D'Abrera, 1990, p. 355). 

6. Bccause of its external appearance Papilio eyanea Cramer has customarily been 
placed in Danis Fabricius, 1807 (or the objectively synonymous Thysonotis Hiibner, 
[1819], p. 20) (e.g. Common & Waterhouse, 1981, p. 576) or in Psvchonotis Toxopeus, 
1930 (p. 129) (e.g. D'Abrera, 1990, p. 326); the latter assignment ignores the seniority of 
Pcpliphorus. 1 (Hirowatari, 1987, p. 35) pointed out the close relationship between 
cyanea and specics of Nacaduba , but temporarily retained Pepliphorus for cvanea 
alone, followingScudder's typespeciesdesignation. Currentstudies(Hirowatari, 1992) 
have shown that there is no morphological difference between cvanea and Naeaduba 
species, so that Pepliphorus and Nacuduba are subjective synonyms. Since Nacaduba is 
a widely used name and Pepliphorus is unused for the species currently attributed to 
Nacaduba , 1 propose that the name Nacaduba be given precedence over Pepliphorus 
whenever the two are considered to be synonyms. 

7. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly 
asked; 

(1) to use its plenary powers to give precedence to the name Nacaduba Moore, [1881] 
over the name Pepliphorus Hiibner, [1819], whenever the two are considered to 
be synonyms; 

(2) to place on the Ofhcial List of Generic Names in Zoology the following names; 

(a ) Naeaduba Moore, [1881] (gender: feminine), type species by original 
designation Lampides prominens Moore, 1877, with the endorsement that it 
is to be given precedence over Pepliphorus Hiibner, [1819] whenever the two 
names are considered to be synonyms; 

(b) Pep/iphorus Hiibner, [1819] (gender: masculine), type species by designation 
by Scudder (1875) Papilio eyanea Cramer, [1775], with the endorsement that 
it is not to be givcn priority over Naeaduba Moore, [1881] whenever the two 
names are considered to be synonyms; 

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the following names: 

(a) prominens Moore, 1877, as published in the binomen Lampides prominens 
(specific name of the type species of Nacaduba Moore, [1881]); 

(b) cvanea Cramer, [1775], as published in the binomen Papilio cvanea (specific 
name of the typc species of Pepliphorus Hiibner, [1819]); 

(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
the name Pep/odyta Toxopeus, 1929 (a junior objective synonym of Pepliphorus 
Hiibner, [1819]). 
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